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After decades of seeing emotions as irrational and unimportant, 
scholars in social movements are beginning to value the role 
of emotions in social movements. This paper contributes to the 
burgeoning literature on emotions and contentious politics by 
proposing a synthesized tri-variate framework called the “emo-
tional tripod.” The emotional tripod consists of three mutually 
constitutive “legs” that explain the origins of emotions (emo-
tional habitus), the process of intensifying and transforming emo-
tions (emotional effervescence) and the quality of the emotions 
generated (affective/reactive emotions). This paper empiricizes 
the framework by looking at the visual materials produced by 
PETA. Lastly, this paper briefly critiques the efficacy of emotions 
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The Irrational and Emotional—Collective Behavior
	 Traditionally,	emotions	in	social	movements	are	regarded	as	“a	con-
tagion”	 (Le	Bon	1960[1896])	 and	 associated	with	 “irrationality”	 (Park	




















































hand,	 suggests	 irrationality,	 spontaneity	 and	 disorganization	 in	which	
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Second Leg: Emotional Habitus
	 The	 initiating	 emotions	 can	 be	 found	 in	Anne	Kane’s	 (2001:254)	
idea	of	“emotional	habitus,”	which	is	appropriated	from	Pierre	Bourdieu	
(1977).	Kane	elaborates	 that	 this	emotional	habitus	alludes	 to	Scheff’s	
(1997)	notion	that	in	many	societies,	we	organize	and	operate	our	lives	
and	actions	according	 to	certain	“master”	emotional	paradigms.	 In	 this	
sense,	 these	 emotional	 habitus	 are	 historically	 constructed	 as	well	 as	



















on	 close	 ties	with	 individuals	 and	groups,	 and	 are	 central	 components	
of	social	life.	Such	emotions	are	linked	to	Affect	Control	Theory,	which	
explains	the	“(efficacy	of)	persuasion	in	terms	of	its	appeal	to	people’s	

























Emotional Tripod and Collective Action
	 Putting	 the	 three	 legs	 together,	 the	 emotional	 tripod	 framework	
(diagrammatically	 represented	 in	Figure	1)	accounts	 for	 the	process	 in	
which	emotions	are	deployed	as	a	strategic	means	for	social	movements	





























	 Previous	 research	demonstrates	 that	 animal	 rights	 participants	 are	
predominately	recruited	by	their	exposure	to	the	visually	explicit	materi-




Therefore,	 this	 paper	 examines	PETA’s	 use	 of	 pictures,	 videos,	 flyers,	
leaflets,	 publications	 and	 any	other	 paraphernalia	 incorporated	 in	 their	













































































































Critically Evaluating the Duality: Nature/Culture; Man/Animal
What Would Jesus Do?





































rently,	 seeks	 to	 arouse	 pleasure,	 gratification	 and	pride	 in	 vegetarians.	
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chickens	were	 seen	 to	 display	 human-like	 reactions	 such	 as	 huddling	
together	in	fear.	Torturous	treatment	of	these	animals	were	also	situated	
in	the	foreground,	including	the	castration	and	branding	of	cattle	without	
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undertaken	by	PETA.	Because	the	video	highlights	the	atrocities	inflicted	








































romanticized	 and	 sentimental	 imagery	 that	 similarly	 seeks	 to	 blur	 the	
human-animal	distinction.	In	their	“Hidden	Lives	of	.	.	.”	portions	of	their	
anti-KFC	web	pages,	 it	 is	 not	 difficult	 to	find	 such	depictions—where	
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tion	between	the	‘human’	and	the	‘animal’.	Other	than	being	a	victim	in	



































































	 Thus	 far,	 the	 emotional	 tripod	 accounts	 for	 the	manufacturing	 of	












PETA’s	 educational	methods	 for	 children	 (Your	Kids,	PETA’s	Pawns10	
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by	PETA,	all	oppositional	others	have	to	do	is	corporate	greenwash.	An	
example	would	be	 the	much-celebrated	 success	 by	PETA	against	Mc-
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